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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments The legislative framework and protection should bediscussed with the existing monitoring mechanisms andthe viable prosperity of the technological advantages’spur, in order to affiliate the general readership to theexamined area.In the section entitled “Construction Safety CultureMethod” the 12 steps should be described in associationto relative references in order to rationalize theirdominant role to the building sector and reinforce theinnovativeness and the validity of the authors’ study.The building capacity, the spatial management, and thestatus of the surveying-based tertiary/vocationaleducation (and training: VET) should be also discussed ina distinct subsection.Specific economic demands that are associated to theimplementation of the seven activities that are denotedin the Conclusion section, as well as the possibility oflocal acceptance or resistance should be also addressedin this Conclusion section.
Minor REVISION comments The manuscript is clearly written, it is understandable,and the outcomes are sound and straightforward.Nevertheless, a scrutinized revision should eliminate thecollating words and few syntax errors, where applicable.
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Optional/General comments The methodological approach is sound while thereference sources are abundant and appropriatelypresented/discussed within the text body.
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